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Mail Stop: ISSUE FEE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



This paper responds to the Examiner's statement of allowable subject matter set forth in 
the Detailed Action that accompanied allowance of this case. 

To the extent that the Examiner's statement suggests or states that certain limitations not 
found in the prior art are present in each and every claim (whether or not specific language to 
that effect is actually found in every claim), Applicant notes that the record as a whole, namely, 
the actual claim language, supplements the Examiner's statement. Moreover, Applicant believes 
that the Examiner's statement may imply that the dependent claims are also only allowable for 
the reasons set forth in the Detailed Action. However, the Examiner's reasons do not discuss any 
of the other elements of the claimed subject matter, in particular those additional elements 



Dear Sir: 



recited by dependent claims 2-10 and 12-18, all of which Applicants believe are also not found 
in the prior art and render the dependent claims independently allowable. 

Accordingly, Applicant interprets the Examiner's statement to be a statement of only one 
reason for allowance of the claims, and that other reasons also exist for allowance of the claims 
such as, for example, those set forth more completely in the record as a whole. This 
interpretation is consistent with MPEP 1302.14, which states that any statement of reasons for 
allowance "[i]s not intended to necessarily state all the reasons for allowance or all the details 
why claims are allowed and should not be written to specifically or impliedly state all the reasons 
for allowance are set forth." 

If the Examiner disagrees with the Applicant's interpretation, the Applicant respectfully 
requests that, prior to issuance, the Examiner withdraw the existing statement of reasons for 
allowance and simply rely on the record as a whole, or clarify the existing statement of reasons 
for allowance. 

If the Examiner has any questions or if Applicant can be of any assistance, the Examiner 
is invited and encouraged to contact the Applicants' representative at the telephone number 
below. 
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